e 3»\“\‘|ﬁm-"\z
Solar %myzgd// 7 ,l') 3
And Sustainable Development %V¥§§

Refereed, biannual scientific journal issued by: m,,somm@ﬁ&
The Libyan Center for Solar Energy Research and Studies

Improving PEM Water Electrolysis Efficiency with ANN-Based Control

to Handle Rapid Photovoltaic Power Fluctuations

Abdellah El Idrissi'’, Belkasem Imodane?, Hamid Hamdani®, M’hand Oubella?,
Mohamed Benydir’, Mohamed Ajaamoum®.*,
L2458 aboratory of Engineering Sciences and Energy Management (LASIME), Ibn Zohr University,
National School of Applied Sciences, Agadir, Morocco.
’Engineering and Applied Physics Team (EAPT), Higher School of Technology, Sultan Moulay Slimane
University, Beni Mellal, Morocco.

E-mail: ' abdellah.elidrissi@edu.uiz.ac.ma ,2b.imodane@uiz.ac.ma ,> h.hamdani@usms.ma , * m.oubella@uiz.ac.ma , °
mohamed.benydir@edu.uiz.ac.ma , * m.ajaamoum@uiz.ac.ma.

SPECIAL ISSUE ON: ABSTRACT

The 1st International Conference on This research presents an innovative method
Sciences and Techniques for Renewable
Energy and the Environment.

for enhancing hydrogen production through proton

exchange membrane (PEM) water electrolysis,

(STR2E 2025)
May 6-8, 2025 at FST-Al Hoceima- powered by photovoltaic (PV) energy. The system is
Morocco. based on the Perturbation and Observation (P & O)
KEYWORDS method of Maximum Power Point Tracking (MPPT)
Hydrogen production, with a boost converter to maximize energy capture,

k ilize DC voltage, i
Renewable energy, PEM and a buck converter to stabilize DC voltage, ensuring

electrolyzer, DC-DC
Converter, Artificial Neural
Network.

compatibility with the proton exchange membrane
electrolyzer. An artificial neural network (ANN)-based
controller manages the buck converter, effectively
minimizing the effects of solar irradiation fluctuations

on electrolyzer performance.

By using the adaptive learning capabilities of the ANN, the proposed approach increases the
efficiency of hydrogen production under varying solar energy levels. Simulation results indicate
that the ANN controller outperforms the conventional PI controller, reducing the mean absolute
percentage error (MAPE) from 1.22 % to 0.95 %, decreasing overshoot from 12.84 % to 3.19 %,
and achieving a faster settling time of 0.022 s compared to 0.023 s. This study advances renewable
hydrogen production technologies, demonstrating that ANN-based control improves dynamic

performance and contributes to the development of smarter, more resilient energy systems.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The global transition to renewable energies is changing how we produce and use energy. As
countries aim to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, they are increasingly turning to cleaner energy
solutions. Hydrogen has become a promising energy source due to its clean-burning nature and
high energy content, particularly valuable in industries and transportation sectors where direct
electrification is challenging [1], [2]. However, for hydrogen to be truly sustainable, its production
must also be efficient and environmentally friendly. One effective method for producing
hydrogen is through Proton Exchange Membrane (PEM) water electrolysis powered by sources
of renewable energy such as solar energy. Laghlimi et al. (2024) explores the historical evolution
and modern techniques of green hydrogen production through water electrolysis, highlighting
its role in sustainable energy. It emphasizes environmentally friendly methods for addressing
the challenges of climate change [3]. Solar photovoltaic (PV) systems, which take advantage of
the suns energy, are widely used due to their reliability and availability [4]. Nevertheless, the
integration of PV systems with PEM electrolyzers poses significant challenges, as solar energy
varies throughout the day, causing fluctuations in the power generated [5]. These fluctuations can
have an impact on the performance of PEM electrolyzers, which require a stable power supply to
produce hydrogen efficiently[6]. Consequently, solving these problems requires advanced systems
to efficiently manage and control the flow of energy [7]. Various techniques have been applied to
meet the challenges of integrating photovoltaic systems with PEM electrolyzers [8]. Traditional
control methods, such as proportional-integral (PI) and proportional-integral-derivative (PID)
controllers, are widely utilized because they are straightforward and simple to implement [9].
These methods can effectively control voltage and current under stable, predictable conditions.
However, their performance decreases when confronted with highly variable solar irradiation or
rapid environmental changes, as they suffer from a lack of adaptability and may encounter non-
linear system behavior [10]. Advanced control strategies such as fuzzy logic and model predictive
control (MPC) have also been investigated for their ability to handle non-linearity and variability
[11], but these approaches often require significant computational resources and may be less
effective at adapting to dynamic conditions over time [12]. In contrast, artificial neural networks
(ANNGs) are a promising alternative, offering significant advantages in complex, dynamic systems
[13]. ANNs can model non-linear relationships, learn from data and adapt to changing input
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conditions, making them particularly well suited to renewable energy applications [14]. Unlike
traditional methods, ANNs do not depend on predefined system models, enabling them to deal
more effectively with variability and unpredictability. This study exploits the adaptive and learning
capabilities of ANNSs to improve the stability and performance of the integrated PV-PEM system,
addressing the limitations of conventional techniques [15]. This research proposes an artificial
neural network (ANN)-based control approach to improve the efficiency and stability of proton
exchange membrane (PEM) water electrolysis when powered by a photovoltaic (PV) system
under variable sunlight conditions. The inherent intermittency of solar energy leads to voltage
and current fluctuations that can have a negative impact on electrolyzer performance, reducing
hydrogen production efficiency and increasing stress on system components. To mitigate these
issues, the proposed system incorporates maximum power point tracking (MPPT) using the
Perturb and Observe (P and O) algorithm, which continuously adjusts the operating point of
the photovoltaic array to extract the maximum available power [16]. A boost converter raises the
photovoltaic voltage to an appropriate level for efficient energy conversion, while a buck converter
precisely regulates the voltage supplied to the electrolyzer, ensuring optimal operating conditions
for hydrogen production [17], [18]. At the heart of the proposed approach isan ANN-based control
system that dynamically adapts to rapid changes in solar irradiance and temperature, enabling
more efficient and stable power regulation compared to traditional proportional-integral (PI)
control. Unlike fixed-parameter controllers, the ANN is trained to recognize complex patterns
in power fluctuations and adjust control signals accordingly, improving voltage stability and
reducing energy losses [19].The performance of the ANN-based controller is rigorously evaluated
by comparing it with conventional PI control in terms of hydrogen production efficiency, voltage
stability and overall system reliability.

The results of this study demonstrate that the ANN-based control approach significantly improves
electrolyzer efficiency and durability, ensuring constant hydrogen production even under
fluctuating solar energy conditions. This research contributes to the development of intelligent
control strategies for electrolysis systems powered by renewable energies, paving the way for
more sustainable, resilient and efficient hydrogen production technologies.

2. SYSTEM DESCRIPTION AND DESIGN

2.1. The Electrical Equivalent Representation of the PEM Electrolyzer

Our system consists of a photovoltaic hydrogen production setup that includes a solar panel,
a boost converter for MPPT, and a buck converter to step down the voltage to 7.5V. This
configuration powers a 400W PEM electrolyzer for efficient hydrogen generation, as shown in
Figure 1.

The design parameters for the PEM electrolyzer, solar panel, boost converter, and buck converter
are outlined in the following subsections.

Theelectrical equivalent model of the PEM electrolyzer is an essential tool for testing and validating
the performance of control techniques and power topologies. It provides a robust method for
simulating electrolyzer behavior without the need for physical hardware implementation, thus
mitigating risks such as damage caused by voltage overshoot and current ripple.

Various electrical models of PEM electrolyzers have been proposed in the literature. Some studies,
such as references [20], [21], represent the electrolyzer as a simple resistor. Others, including
references [22], [23], model it using an equivalent electrical circuit made up of a resistor (R.x)
and a reversible voltage (E..) connected in series. This approach captures the electrolyzer’s static
electrical characteristics, such as its voltage, current, and power-current relationships.
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Figure 1 Schematic Representation of the Discussed System.

In this study, the PEM electrolyzer is represented as a series combination of a resistor and a
reversible DC voltage. This model provides an accurate representation of the electrolyzer’s
operating range and behavior, expressed in the following mathematical equation (1.1):

V, =R_I, +E, =0.06251, +4.375 (1.1)

elz"elz

The electrical behavior in the range of 3A to 50A can be approximated through linear interpolation
to determine the coefficients of this equation (1.1) [24]. The experimental data, sourced from
[24] demonstrates a nearly linear relationship between voltage and current, as depicted in Fig. 2.
This observation lends credence to the idea that the system can be modeled using resistances and

a reversible voltage.
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Figure 2 Static characteristics of the selected PEM electrolyzer cells.

The method for determining the hydrogen production rate (Ny,) in moles per second, is presented
in equation (1.2), where n is the number of electrons involved, I is the electric current in amperes,
and F is Faraday’s constant (96485 C/mol)}.

:n_I ( moles /s) (1.2)

Lo
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The hydrogen produced can be transformed from moles per second to liters per minute using the
following equation (1.3):

N, =0.00696nI (L/min) (1.3)
Table 1 PEM Electrolyzer Specifications.

Specification Result

Rated Electrolyzer Power 400 Watts

Stack Operating Electrolyzer Voltage 2.2--8 Volts

Stack Electrolyzer Current 0--50 Amperes

Output Pressure. 0.1--10.5 bar

Hydrogen Flow Rate at Standard Temperature and Pressure 1 Litre/min

Cell Numbers 3 -

2.2. Solar Photovoltaic Array

Solar photovoltaic units are arranged in parallel and series to increase power output and form
solar photovoltaic arrays. The solar panel discussed in this article consists of two panels connected
in series and four panels connected in parallel. Together, these panels have a total maximum
power capacity of 965.6 W, as shown in Figure 2. The specifications of the solar modules are
provided in Table 2.

Table 2 Solar panel parameters for Waaree Energies WU-120.

Parameters Value
Ly 71A
Vo 17V
Praxe 120.7 W
L. 8A

Vo 21V
PV solar irradiation (G) 1000 W/m?
PV operation temperature (T) 25°C
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Figure 3 Voltage-current and voltage-power characteristics of a photovoltaic panel (Waare Energies WU-120, 2
series modules, 4 parallel strings) (a) for different irradiance levels (G) at T = 25°C; (b) for different temperatures

with G = 1000 W / m’

2.3. Boost Converter

A boost converter, as shown in Figure 4, is employed for MPPT operation. Its input is the peak
voltage of the solar panel, with the MPP voltage fixed at 34V. The output of the boost converter
is represented by the DC link voltage (V.. ), which is set at 50V. The duty cycle D,, , inductance
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L,, ,and capacitor Cpv of the boost converter are determined using the following equations (1.4):

|
= (1.4)
mppt
v.D
= (1.5)
f:v[n,va
I
- (1.6)
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Figure 4. Electrical schematic of the DC-DC Boost converter.

Table 3 MPPT boost parameters [25].

Parameters Values
Boost Input Voltage (V) 42V

Boost Output Voltage (Vi ) 50V

Inductor (L) 0.5 mH
Input capacitor (Cyv ) 1000pF
Output capacitor ( Crppr) 1600pF
Switching Frequency (ﬁpv ) 10 kHz

2.4. Buck Converter

Electrolyzers typically require a low DC voltage for water electrolysis, which is why a DC/DC
buck converter, as shown in Figure 5, is often used. These converters not only reduce the voltage
but also perform voltage conditioning, owing to the non-linear voltage characteristics of the
electrolyzer stack. The parameters of the buck converter are calculated as follows:

D, =t .7)
mppt

1, =Lel-De) (1.8)
f:v h AIelz

elz

_ Ve (1=De)

= 1.9
“ 8Lelz f:vj[: A V; ( )

lz

Solar Energy and Sustainable Development, Special Issue (STR2E), May 2025.
156



Improving PEM Water Electrolysis Efficiency with ANN-Based Control to Handle Rapid Photovoltaic Power Fluctuations.

i

Velz

L
Y S

‘}i

o o

—1;

Vmppt Z'S D

C

Figure 5. Electrical schematic of the DC-DC Buck converter.

Table 4 Specification of the Buck converter [25].

Parameters Values
Buck Input Voltage (V_mppt) 50V
Buck Output Voltage (V_elz) 7.5V
Inductor (L_elz) 1.5 mH
Capacitor (C_elz) 100uF
Switching Frequency (f_sel) 10 kHz

3. CONTROL STRATEGIES

The electrical control strategy for the selected system uses two controllers: perturbation and
observation (P&O) for maximum power point tracking (MPPT) and a proportional-integral (PI)
controller. We replace the PI controller with an artificial neural network (ANN)-based control to
compare their performance. Each controller is adapted to specific functions, working together to
optimize system performance, ensure stability, and improve reliability.

3.1. MPPT Controller

The MPPT controller regulates the boost converter to maximize power extraction from the solar
panel. The perturbation and observation (P&O) technique, shown in Figure 6, is employed as the
MPPT algorithm due to its simplicity and broad practical use [26]

|

I
| "PEo[MPPT PWM
| ypy"LE&O Generator| |
|

)

Figure 6. System Electrical Control Strategy using MPPT (P and O).

3.2. PI Controller

A proportional-integral (PI) controller Figure 7 is implemented to regulate the buck converter,
ensuring that the output voltage supplied to the electrolyser remains stable. The PI controller
evaluates the difference between the reference voltage and the actual voltage, generating the
control signal for pulse-width modulation (PWM) to adjust the buck converter’s duty cycle.

{ \
| Vel_ref or Ls PWM |, |
| Generator| |
: Voltage :
L Vel controller )

Figure 7. System Electrical Control Strategy using PI Controller.
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3.3. ANN-based Controller

For our model Figure 8, we use 64 hidden neurons and the Levenberg-Marquardt learning
algorithm. The data collected to train the ANN model includes the error between the desired
value (7.5 V) and the actual output voltage, as well as the error variation , which indicates the
variation in the error signal between successive time steps. In addition, the previous control
output D is used as an input that reflects the control signal generated by the PI controller during
the previous time step. The output of the model is the current output of the PI controller, which
serves as a duty cycle sent to the PWM generator to convert it into a PWM signal for the power

converter.

|
|
: |
. |

Velz ref, ]

: = input  NNET o FWM |
i Generator| |
|
' |
I |
' |

ANN
Based-Controller

Figure 8. System Electrical Control Strategy using ANN Based-Controller.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The dynamic performance of the system under varying atmospheric conditions is illustrated by
data recorded in our laboratory. These results reflect the system’s behavior under fluctuating solar
irradiation and temperature conditions. Solar irradiance varies from 400 W/m? to 1000 W/m?,
while the temperature of the photovoltaic panel fluctuates between 42°C and 62°C, as shown in
Figure 9(a) and Figure 9(b), respectively. These variations have a direct impact on PV system
parameters such as PV voltage (V,. ) and power (p,, ), illustrated in Figure 9(c) and Figure 9(d)
respectively. The irradiance curve Figure 9(b) first shows a steady increase, which is followed
by a sharp decrease near the mid-point, corresponding to a temporary drop in solar irradiance.
This reduction in irradiance is reflected in the PV voltage profile Figure 9(c). Power output (p,, )
Figure 9(d) also follows a similar pattern, fluctuating with irradiation and temperature changes,
as well as with other system parameters.
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Figure 9. Dynamic performance of the system with varying solar irradiation and Temperature, where Solar
irradiance, (b) Temperature of the photovoltaic panel, (c) PV voltage (V}») and (d) Power output (py ).

The Figure 10 shows how a photovoltaic (PV) system behaves under MPPT control. In Figure
10(a), the PV voltage (V}, ) and the MPPT voltage (Vrpr) are stable after an initial transient, but
Solar Energy and Sustainable Development, Special Issue (STR2E), May 2025.
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a dip is visible around 2 seconds before the system recovers. Figure 10(b) focuses on the current
response, where both the PV current ( Irv) and MPPT current (Iuppr ) experience a spike during
the same disturbance. Figure 10(c) provides a closer look at the power response during steady-
state and disturbance periods. Overall, the figure highlights how the system manages initial
transients, maintains steady-state operation, and effectively responds to external disturbances.

= —

_5 — Vgt £ prm— e

Zap 1 & | Fmppt
! {

(a) ®)

—F ||
— Pyt

(c)
Figure 10. Dynamic Response of a Photovoltaic System Under MPPT Control where (a) the PV voltage (V») and
the MPPT voltage (Meer ), (b) the PV current (I,,) & MPPT current (Lny: ) and (b) the PV Power ( Py).

This Figure 11 compares the performance of a Proportional-Integral (PI) controller and an
Artificial Neural Network (ANN) controller in regulating an electrolyzer system.

(©) (d)
Figure 11. Dynamic performance of the system with varying solar irradiation (a) the voltage response (V. ), (b)

The current response (i ) (c) the power output (Pe) and (d) the hydrogen production rate ( Rate) all under PI
and ANN control.

Figure 11(a) shows the voltage response(V..), where the ANN controller achieves faster
stabilization and smoother behavior after a disturbance at around 2 seconds, while the PI
controller shows more pronounced oscillations. In Figure 11(b), the current response (L) is
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displayed, with the ANN controller providing a more stable and consistent response, effectively
suppressing fluctuations during the disturbance. Figure 11(c) focuses on the power output (P.),
where the ANN controller demonstrates quicker recovery and steadier performance under
transient and steady-state conditions compared to the PI controller.

Finally, Figure 11(d) presents the hydrogen production rate (H, Rate), highlighting the ANN
controller’s ability to maintain a more stable and reliable output, even during disturbances.
Opverall, the result shows that the ANN controller outperforms the PI controller, delivering faster
responses, better stability, and improved efficiency under varying operating conditions.

The results Table 5 demonstrate that the ANN controller outperforms the PI controller on several
performance parameters. The ANN has a minimum overshoot of 3.1%, significantly lower than
the PI's 12.84%, indicating a more controlled and consistent response close to the target value. In
terms of settling time, the PI controller has a settling time of 0.023 s, while the ANN stabilizes at
0.022 s. In addition, the PI controller’s mean absolute percentage error MAPE is 1.22%, while the
ANN achieves a lower MAPE of 0.95%, indicating improved tracking accuracy. Overall, these
parameters suggest that the ANN controller performs better than the PI controller in terms of
tracking accuracy. In addition, the average flow rates for hydrogen production are 0.98 L/min
for the PI controller and 0.99 L/min for the ANN controller, indicating that the ANN performs
better in terms of hydrogen production efficiency.

Table 5 Dynamic Performance of Controllers.

Controller MAPE (%) Settling Time (S) Overshoot (%)
PI 1.22 0.023 12.84
ANN 0.95 0.022 3.19

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we investigated a system integrating a PEM water electrolyzer and a photovoltaic
panel to address the challenges of hydrogen production under fluctuating solar energy conditions.
The system uses a boost converter with a perturbation and observation P&O algorithm for
MPPT and a buck converter to stabilize the voltage supplied to the electrolyzer. Initially, the buck
converter was controlled using a PI strategy, but to address the limitations caused by the system’s
non-linearity, we proposed the use of an ANN controller. The results indicated that the ANN
controller outperformed the PI controller in terms of stability and overall system performance.
The ANN achieved 3.19% less overshoot} than the PI's 12.84 %, 0.022 s faster stabilization than
the PI's 0.023 s, and 0.95% less mean absolute percentage error (MAPE) than the PI's 1.22%.
In addition, hydrogen production rates were higher with the ANN (0.99 L/min vs. 0.98 L/min
for the PI). Future work could explore advanced ANN techniques, such as deep learning and
reinforcement learning, to improve system accuracy and adaptability, even in the presence of
different disturbances. In addition, the integration of improved converters and MPPT strategies
can maximize energy extraction and system efficiency, contributing to the sustainability of the
electrolyzer and the advancement of sustainable green hydrogen production.
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List of Abbreviations:

Abbreviation
ANN

DC

MAPE
MPPT

P&O

PEM

PI

PV

Nomenclature:
Symbol
H,

Ielz

Meaning

Artificial Neural Network

Direct Current

Mean Absolute Percentage Error

Maximum Power Point Tracking

Perturbation and Observation (MPPT algorithm)
Proton Exchange Membrane
Proportional-Integral (Control)

Photovoltaic

Meaning

Hydrogen Gas

Electrolyzer Current (A)

Maximum Power Point Tracking Current (A)
Irradiance (W/m?)

Photovoltaic Current (A)

Hydrogen Production Rate (moles/s or L/min)

Electrolyzer Power (W)

Maximum Power Point Tracking Power (W)
Photovoltaic Power (W)

Photovoltaic Temperature (°C)

Electrolyzer Voltage (V)

Maximum Power Point Tracking Voltage (V)
Photovoltaic Voltage (V)
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